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Waat are the reasons for nouparticipation of homemakers? 


What is the relative aprsatiwoness of Been’ ‘ae tho. various “methods _ 
- used in the home demonstration program~ Na reaching. rural. fenili 


‘acnons tration program | nesting these needs? 


In collecting iat eeninetoed here for ite first four. questions, i 


yee Exim 
fo SpAE at are 


. 


* 
* 


In studying the needs of rural yea (question 5 above) 3 in caaition 


a ti ale Sub 
we eit with rural honendkers and rural De terng “in 1939, a: ao 


te ’ ‘ . = fo vs 
SA "-Broportion of Homenakers Participati ng in the. Home Demonstra~ 
; f aes he tion Extension Programs Seige 


eis 
te 


it was: ‘found that 60 percent of the homes visited had one or more mem- 


participating in mace Extension id ia Of the homemakers interviewed, 
aes prepared ‘for the State Home Demonstration Leaders! Meeting, As 
and~Grant Colleges and Universities, Chicago, Tilinois, October 
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participants. In fact, more than one-half of the participating homemakers 


Bao 
a little more than half (55%) were participating or had participated in _ 
Extension activities; 45 percent dre Moe parti eloatine sn ectenadad activ- 
ities and never had. << 


Characteristics of Participating and Nonparticipating Homemakers 


The average social and economic level of participating homemakers 
was found to be somewhat higher than that of ths nonparticipating homeless 
In general, their families have a slightly higher net income, more of them ae 
own radios and automobiles, more of them live on improved roads, and more 


od 
of them own their own homes, 


However, the families of participating and nonparticipating homemakers 
were found not neatly divided economically into an upper two-thirds who are 
reached by the extension program and a lower one-third who are not reached. 


it was found that economically the families of homemakers who are or have 


been participating are very much like the families of those who are not 


had estimated incomes of less than $500 per year for family Viens 

The Most Important Factors Determining Participation 
The two most important factors which det snitne participation are not 
directly economic. ce -~ (1) education of the homemaker; (2) her atti ty. wa 
to get to meetings, | : | 
A higher percentage of the homemakers who were participating in the 
Extension program had gone through one or more grades of high school and 
twice as many of the-participants than of the nonvarticipants could drive 


a Car, 
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‘that the cooperative ‘Home sik uA hea chee program serves the Lower one~ 


as well as the’ upper Mnatn eae of the eet population, f 


Reasons for Non articipation of Homemakers 


oe percent nonparticipating homemakers, 


nearly half ge: the piel 


ue ee the reasons ost frequently given were = 


“Lack of transportation. 
Poor health of the honemaker 
Untomt biati ty- with Extension. activities, 


Lack of someone to care for small siiieben 
(23 percent of the nonparticipants were under 30 years of 
' age in contrast to 16 percent of the participants) 
Lack of contact with extension club or f group. 


of these higearaet only Te “condition of poor héal th: admits ‘of no pracy 
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ion ‘activities is used in this. ae: as a means for determining the Feld ativ 
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“effectiveness of the various nethods used by the Extension Service ain reach~ 


eee 


pone. rural womans, In the areas studied the method denons tration and vulle- 


es out of every 100 changed. fata aga are guar iem wi th 18 percent of the 
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tices iencneaa and general meetings: with 8 Besant: Indirect influence, 


Os aa and S ctites result denons trations were also among the nore ef : 


dn 


In interpreting the data on relative influence of teaching methods, 


however, it is well to keep in mind the intahePa ponents of the various | 
means and agencies used, and that the total outcome of the extension program a 
is more important than the results from any fees unit of teaching ettort, 4 

Of the participating homemakers iweeevieusd: 60 percent reported chang— pe 
ing practices as a result of extension activities, - an average of 3.7 prac- _ 


tices changed per home. 


Contact With Extension Activities as Related to Changinz.: of Practices : 
Seventy-nine percent of all the homemakers interviewed had in ee 
been exposed to extension information. It appears that the degree to which 
rural people are exposed to the various means used in disseminating extension 
information largely determines their acceptance of commented practices. we 
The ratio of "takes" to "exposures" was high for method demonstrations 
meetings, bulletins, indirect influence, adult and junior result demonstra- 


tions, leadénm—-training meetings, general meetings, home visits and circular — 


letters, 

The ratio of "takes" to "exposures" was low for extension schools, news 
stories, exhibits, office calls, and radio. 

It appears that extension methods used are just as effective with the 
lower income and less educated homemakers as with the ones of higher income 4 
and better education; and that neither income nor the amount of formal school- 
ing need be barriers to the adoption of practices. 

However, teaching methods used in home denonstration work failed to 
secure the participation of 45 percent of the rural homemakers interviewed, 
though it undoubtedly brought information of value to seme of then, D Raft = 
possible these homenakers did not participate because the program was not pri- 
marily concerned with the needs they were constantly forced to meet. 
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The Needs of Rural Families 


It is necessary to know what the needs of rural people are, in order 


to learn to what extent the home demonstration extension program is meeting 
these needs, Home-to-home surveys in South Carolina and Indiana, and a 
survey-by-lLetter showed a fairly uniform opinion of rural people in regard to 
the needs of rural families. 

The expressed needs of people, however, are of two kinds - desires and 
lacks. Both are important but it was necessary to distinguish between them. 
After finding what needs were felt by the people surveyed, it was necessary to 
compare them with the factual evidence regarding the conditions and possess— 
ions ‘of rural people before drawing conclusions regarding their needs. The 
study on needs then, deals with the opinions of rural people in regard to 
their needs and the test of the validity of those opinions by a comparison 
with facts, laregély from statistical sources, regarding the condition under 
which rural people live. 

A larger income was considered’ the greatest need. After this came the .. 
need of better management of their time, resources, and moneys; of better = ¢ 
health - including need of better diet, of medical and dental care, hospital- 
ization, and better housing. 

Frequently mentioned, also were the needs for better community life - 
including need of better rural churches and guidance from rural churches, 
for better family life, for better opportunity for youth; for better re- 
‘creations and for better rural schools. 

Statistical and other objective material show that the opinions ex=- 


pressed by these rural people regarding their needs are well justified. 
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ization as the home demonstration service. 


A pattern of emphasis, however, is found in the home demonstration 


programs that frequently. is at variance with the patterns of needs. 


ing, and phases of housing, and house furnishings. These were opeci 


ea ER 9 


crete subjects within the comprehension of ra ee a 


recreation received little attention in he home tenths tear ee 


te 


Bi ( 
rural health and welfare services, rural libraries, the rural ehureH and the 
rural school -~ were far from ee ted Although the home_demonstratidn 
progran-Should>continue working with definite, concrete subjects, such as 
food,: clothing, and house. furnishings, its failure to cover these other im- 
Barton’ factors of rural life cannot be regarded ae Ninebdma ts and may 
account for its failure to reach the nonparticipating rural homemakers, 

Recommendations 
These studies have revealed the many and Lehane achievements of a 
great educational organization serving the rural families of ‘the Nation, But, 
the discovery of ways and means to improve the program snd! strengthen the 
SU Nea s as revealed is our chief interest. If the program is to more 
Peri eee the needs of rural people, a larger proportion of them should be 
reached, It is therefore recommended that: 
| 1. The broad general objectives of the home S em@awenatien program 
be broken down in each State into definite statements based on 
the: needs of rural people, and given in terms of operations or 
functions that would point the way to specific action. 
2. More emphasis be given i each State to the study and analysis of 
State, county, and community situations and needs, and in working 
out realistic long-time home and community programs to meet them. 
3, A broad program should be developed for evaluating the effective— 


ness of the home demonstration program in meeting State and local 
needs, 

4, The local program should be planned to meet the needs of the 
entire community ~- of the nonparticipants as well as the partici- 
pants, 


5. Every piece of work should be planned with respect to its use in 
and by the family group and should emphasize family life as a unit. 


6. The simple, elementary subjects -- food preparation and preserva- 
tion, house furnishings, and clothing -- which up to now have re- 
ceived greatest emphasis in home demonstration programs should be 
related to a greater extent to the broader sutjjects of health, 
family welfare, and community life; and should be taught in the 
light of definite goals. More emphasis needs to be placed on cor- 
relating small projects with larger problems and objectives. 
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aN ts More emphasis be give to those needs. not. now being nebie 
5, ; Ens (ks helping. farm families on ways. to increase income, m ir ako) 
Rahs" Pee cw Ine ppohlens, health, sae life problems, caemen cl iy) 


and recreation, 

_,8. Closér.cooperation be attained between home ‘demonstration - 
and those of other community agencies, such as rural, heal 
welfare, rural churches, rural libraries, and rural | school 


Suggestions for Reaching Rural People 
To facilitate reaching rural honemakers, at is Sr En) thate 


1. Groups be organized on a neighborhood basis so that attenda 
at meetings Tey be made ceataater 


Tan i vu eases oeHl Loud oe) ha. eee. and that they be. given. an oppor— 
hae _.. .,tunity.to plan their own rural programs based on felt needs, 
enya si they be more adequately trained in discussion,.. gupuect mats 
. organization procedures, and presentation of materials, 
_&, Teaching methods: be adapted ‘to reach’ ‘the ‘Less dell-saucutore 
“homemakers: that each Brera. be related to major needs, < 


ean ess Sri ye ibe ivan to the discussion of issues and 
se rural community sroblems ‘with key leaders in the communi ty 


5, More emphasis be placed- on the newer ‘tools. of educscion such. 
| 2 aes as film strips, ba headant and simplified leaflets. os: 


‘ OM rela 


(Srainin stor: Agents 
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, One of the reasons wy, relatively little attention is pata at pre 


Bes 
ot, to. the vital, human relationship problens: OL; rural people is the Boat of 


oe imowledge of. these. sens on REE) of the home demonstration agate y 
‘ Os 
enrich the none demonstration progran e the point where it will neet the 


“needs of the rural people, it is recommended thatr 


a Bele Demonstration beeueet in addition to being trained bah an 
traditional phases of home economics, be further. trained ‘in 2 
development and family relationships, and in psychology, economic 
education, and sociology. 2 
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2. The number of home denonstration agents be tripled So there 
be sufficient county personnel to reach all Pesan honenaker 


30 The number of supervisors of ety demonstration work tie: 
increased so that paras may be: more stepeitely Ba? vi 


oe ‘brings out ‘the 2 following factst Effectiveness of Be snods has” 
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ite alt studies were ‘done, by, peronal interview. adoption fh, 
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ted Practices was the ‘heasure of t effectiveness, tn ell studies over 
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ities had great influence. in ‘changing practices, ‘The method cout 


as found Ask be the nost ‘used pede device and was credited vith ov 
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ws st of transportation, no one to care \for small cnivanent and a 
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